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REMARKS 

Claims 1-6 and 25-29 are pending. Claims 7-24 and 30-34 were prcviouiSiy 
cancelled. Claims 1, 4 and 25 are currently amended. Claim 35 is added. No new matt.x 
is introduced in this Amendment 
U.S.C. ^ 102 Rejections 

Claims 1, 3, 4, 6, 25 and 29 are rejected under 35 US.C § 102(b) as beirg 
anticipated by Patent No. 3,690,344 to Brumm (Bniinm). These rejections aj-e 

respectfiilly traversed. 

In view of the current amendments to claims 1 and 25, it is respectfully submitt:d 
that Brmnm does not establish a prima facie case of anticipation of either independc it 
claim 1 or independent claim 25 because Brumm does not disclose a support element that 
passes tiirough an actuating element, as required by the amended claims. Instead, tlie 
actuating element of the Brumm invention passes through the support element Hence, 
Brumm anticipates neither claim 1 nor claim 25. Accordingly, claims 3 and %% wbii;h 
depend fiom claims 1 and 25, respectively, are also not anticipated. 

Applicant respectfiilly submits that Brumm does not establish prima facie csise 
of anticipation of independent claim 4 as the means disclosed in Brumm does not disclcise 
an element that deforms radially inward to affect a flow restriction, as required by i le 
clarifying amendment to claim 4 and disclosed in the specification supporting this mea".s- 
plus-flmction claim. Thus, neither claim 4 nor claim 6 which depends from claim A is 
anticipated by Bmmm. 
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Claims 1. 4, 25 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipattd 
by U.S. Patent No. 5,002,086 to Under, et al. (Under). These rqections are respectfully 
traversed in view of the current amendments. 

Applicant nsspectfUly submits ti»at Under does not establish &prima facie case .'f 
anticipation of independent claims 1 or 25 because Linder does not disclose a suppcrt 
element fliat passes through the actuating element, as required by the amended clairr.5. 
histead, the actuating element of the Under invention is external to the support elMicatt 
Hence, Linder anticipates neitibffl' claim 1 nor claim 25. 

Also, applicant req)ectfUny submits that Under does not anticipate independfi it 
claim 4 as amended, as Under does not disclose a flexible element tiiat acts radial ly 
inward to restrict flow, as required by the clarifying amendment and disclosed in llie 
specification s^>p<x^t^ ^ means^plus-function claim. 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 25, 27 and 28 are rqected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as beiiig 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,906,353 to Someya, et al. (Someya). These rgectic as 
are lespectftdly traversed in view of tiie current amendments. 

Applicant i-espectfully submits that Someya does not establish ^prima facie Ciise 
of anticipation of independent claim I or independent claim 25 because Someya does i.ot 
disclose a support element that passes through the actuating element, now required by :lie 
amendments to these claims. Rather, the actuating element of the Someya inventior. is 
external to the support element Hence, Someya anticipates neither claim 1 nor clarj: 2 
which depends from claim 1. Likewise, Someya does not anticipate claim 25, or claims 
27 and 28 which depend from claim 25. 
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Also, applicant respectfully submits that Someya does not present ^ prima fcu-^se 
case for anticipation of independent claim 4 as Someya does not teach a flexible element 
that moves radially inward to restrict flow, as required by the amended claim aj]d 
disclosed in the specification supporting this means-plus-function claim. Thus Someya 
does not anticipate independent claim 4, nor dependent claim 5 which depends frDjn 
claim 4. 

In summary. Applicant respectfully requests that the rgection of claims 1-6 a-.d 
25-29 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) be wittidrawn. 
I J S C S 103 Rejections 

Claims 2, 5, 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Biumm in view of Someya. Applicant respectfully traverses thcjse 
rejections. 

In view of tfie amendments to claim 1 and claim 25, it is respectfully submiiLrf 
that claim 2, which depends from claim 1, and claims 27 and 28, which depend from 
claim 25, traverses the §103(a) rejections. 

Applicant respectfully submits that claim 5 is not rendered obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art by Brumm in view of Someya. Niether Brumm nor Someya teiish 
a support element that passes through the actuating element, as disclosed in :hc 
specification supporting this means-plus- jEunction claim. 

In summary, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 2, 5» 27 
and 28 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be withdrawn. 
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TnfAr mfltinn Disclosure Statement 

The Information Disclosuic Statement, filed July 29, 2003, has been identified liS 
failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.98 for not including legible copy of the NPL docmnei3i s 
identified. Please find enclosed legible copies of the NPL documents listed, tti.^ 
satisfying the requirements of 37 CER 198(d)(2), 

Conclusion 

In view of flie foregoing, it is submitted that this application is in condition U^r 
allowance. Favorable consideration and prompt allowance of the application ai'e 
requested. 

The Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned if the Examiner believes it 
would be useful to advance prosecution. 

RespectfiiUy submitted, 

Douglas J. Christensen 
Registration No. 35,480 

Customer No. 24113 

Patterson, Thuente, Skaar & Christensen, P.A. 

4800 IDS Center 

80 South 8th Street 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402-2100 

Telephone: (612) 349-3001 
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